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A.L.R. Library 


Disqualification of judge, justice of the peace, or similar judicial officer for pecuniary interest in fines, forfeitures, or fees 
payable by litigants, 72 A.L.R.3d 375 
Interest of judge in an official or representative capacity, or relationship of judge to one who is a party in an official or 


representative capacity, as disqualification, 10 A.L.R.2d 1307 


Some jurisdictions find that a judge is not necessarily disqualified from hearing a case, the result of which may have an impact 


on the judge's compensation. ! This is especially true where the court must hear the case because of necessity.” 


On the other hand, where the judge's sole compensation is from fees or fines, the defendant in a criminal case is unconstitutionally 
deprived of due process of law by being subjected to trial before a judge who will be paid for his or her service in the case 


only when he or she convicts the defendant,’ even if the defendant has the right of appeal with a trial de novo where the fine 


exceeds a certain amount,’ unless the amounts recovered by the judge are so small that they may properly be ignored as being 
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de minimis.” Where a judge is entitled to a fee regardless of the outcome of the case, however, the judge has no pecuniary 


interest in the result which will disqualify the judge. Similarly, costs of suit payable to the county do not disqualify a judge.° 
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